June SO, 135® 


Senator Cileries MeO » Mathias 
Uni tad States -3-jnsta 

Seshlngton, B.C-. Attn Miss Carrie ? chosen 


Bear Mae, 

In response to your latter of June 23, preparing a chronology of 
ay requests to the Archives would be an enormous undertaking. Instead, i 
gire you some of it, the most recent, in the fora of copies of the letters 
and cement on then. I think a glance at pert® oi the correspondence will 
establish the point*, will show a deliberate slowdown, entirely unnecessary 
delay, end that son® of the requests Just stay unanswered. 

My lac tar of May 27 is unanswered after a month. The first -thing in 
it is the notation that ay letter of April 7 wsa unanswered . it still is not 
answered. The first thing on the second page is ay r a quest to be put in a 
proner position to in Yoke the "freedom. of Information" law * duplicate; and 
also without response to the Bepartmant of Justice and tne Sac ret Senrlce). 

It e l an contains, not fox the first time, the question of the meaninglessness 
of "declassifying” files when there is no earthly way of ..-Glowing what has 
been declassified or whan. Iran the statement of what chargee wore ®ede against 
my deposit account, a simple inquiry, is unanswered. The Archivist's latter of 
May 1$ is in it responded to irnxtha fourth paragraphs "STerything in it ia. 
souths eld. These few things you sent as are all duplicates of what you 
eerlia r sent, in response to the same requests, some at leest a half year old., 
all dating to last year or early this year (one of) last Sovaaber earlier 
filled". There hss been so deals 1 because it iattrae. 

This ia not the first time I hews asked to be provided with whet I 
require to us the "freedom of Information " law, but no government official 
he 3 ever made any response. I? I do not go through channels* with the proper 
procedures sad applications, which requires forms, I would have no standing 
end I’d be antcaaeti sally dismissed. A hus they mate the law you passed^ a futil- 
ity and a deception, if not a fraud. I hope that, as a member ot the judiciary 
Coseaittee , yon will take particular note of this. 


The requests of ay letter of April a have aster been answered. 

}fy April ? latter responds to thn.*Arehivists of April 4. As shows 
stated, there has been no response. Tbs letter to as of April 4 is in evasion, 
sat s©sphnae, to an iaouiry then in its third month. About two months earlier, 
when 2 met Br» Bhoeda ia court, he promised I«d have a r^ponse "aoci^, as other 
correspondence discloses. One Sh=h letter is sine of March 23. In it * «>te that 
a minimum of two months elapses bsfbxe I get auy answer, undented. And I rapera 
unanswered requests in it. 

My inquiry of March 3 was not responded to until May 18# end then 
in a n unset! #. f ac tory -wanner. 


My February 28 request for an explanation of the reason, if any, for 



delay in answering ay request for the memo on the pictures and X-rays, has 
never been answered. 



My latter o f February 28, which refers to an intrusion into the 
Hew Orleans trial by public statements, hes never been directly responded to. 

There bes been no response to my inquiries of January 5 or is so 
lost in the built-in chaos that A have forgotten It. 

sty letter of December 2 reveals teat they were then tailing two 
souths to answer simp 1 .® requests. 


When you no lonspr need them, I’d appreciate the return of these 


letters. 


My inquiries of others working in the field indicates that those 
not kno'.m to the Archives as associates of mine get prompt service but those who 
once did do not oijee it becomes clear they work with me. Of course, this could 
be a coincidence, but it does not seem bp to me. 

i esn send you similar files for other agencies with different 
responsibilities. For example, well before the aid of that administration, 

Fred Tlnson Jr., assistant attorney general , informed me a review ofsthe 
suprreeeed Ferris file was underway and would "soon” be completed. I have newer 
been able to get anything further from him, his successor or the Archivist. My 
reason is simple and specific in my letters: I obtained a copy of one ana it is 
not subject to restriction. I asught them, as is not often possiola, in violation 
7f"the regulations, so thaag simply exercise raw power. So, every element of govern- 
ment behaves exactly as the Archives does, up to and including the new Attorney 
General. 0a May 23, 1965, I wrote J . Sdgar Hoover, without response. M r he 
issued a press release In November 196® (referring to charges “ had not yet 
made bjrt would in the to-be-published second book - and ^ h- d never given hxm 
a copy of the manuscript, but parts that were asL led were never delivered.) 

I ssfcad his press office for a copy, was promised it, never got it, wrote and 
asked' for it^ and never got it or an answer. I have asked the ^avy for copies 
of its published regulations (on autopsies and the records of autopsies) and 
gotten neither "teem not an answer. I’d still like these if you cm get them. 

This would be enough cause for worry about the state of our society 
and government If Congress had not enacted law to cover such situations. Jit h 
the passage of such laws, how far, if more polite, are we tnan the totalitarian 
societies? It still shakes me. 

' i do not have the exact date the Memphis papers printed the transcript 
of the false broadcasts ever the police radio leading away from Hay. t was 
efter-fe^ 4, 1968, the daybof the King murder. I nave wilt. sa 

asking for ihem, without response. They are not essential for my writing, but they 
would be valuable for a complete record. I think the ^iarary would have little 
trouble locating them, for they were page-one , undoubtedly, in Memphis, ann right 
after the murder. If this is not too much trouble for them, x would approc.je 
copies. And I do appreciate ycur offer. I will make few requests o. -nis =,crt. 

I ao hone we have another opportunity for a long chat, preferably here 
(less thsn. 10 minutes from ycur law office), *here I can show you wnj a^ve.1 
have just had confirmation from one of the more conservative black leaders that 
they are silent on the King matter because they are ace ef ding to Hoover’s toreat 
of blackmail! Also, I have three limited editions if you find time for reading. 
Our best to you ell, am thanks. Sincerely, 

Harold Weis berg 



